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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is a first Office Action Non-Final rejection on the merits. 
Claims 1-20, as originally filed, are currently pending and have been considered below. 



Drawings 

2. Figure 10 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 (d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: 1311 (Figures 13. 15). 3210 (Figures 32, 33. 34. 39). 3701-3703 (Figure 
37). 3705-3707 (Figure 37). 3708 (Figures 37. 38). 3712 (Figures 37. 39). 3713 (Figure 
37). 3801 (Figure 38). 3812 (Figures 38-39). 3920-3922 (Figure 39). 3930 (Figures 39. 
41. 46). 3931 (Figure 46). 3950 (Figure 39). 3980 (Figure 39). 4620 (Figure 46). 4701- 
4705 (Figure 47). 4715 (Figure 47). 4722-4724 (Figure 47). 481 1-4815 (Figure 48). 
4910-491 1 (Figure 49). 4920 (Figure 49). 4922-4923 (Figure 49). 4933-4934 (Figure 
49). 4935 (Figure 49) . Corrected drawing sheets'in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d), 
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or amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 14, 
paragraph 0076, "image device" should have reference character 120, not 110. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 62, 
paragraph 0272, "network data center" should have reference character 3230, not 3210. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

6. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 74, 
paragraphs 0343 to 0345, "steps" should have reference characters 5505, 5506 and 
5507, not 5605, 5606, and 5607. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections -35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "camera" in line 1 . There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by. the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 0. Claims 1 -5, 8-1 0, 1 4-1 7, and 1 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Stinson et al. (6,786,398). 

As per claim 1 , Stinson et al. teaches a method for determining identities of 
transaction parties (see Abstract) comprising: 

capturing a transaction image of a transaction party conducting a transaction at a 



transaction device at the time of the transaction (col. 8, lines 25-28); 
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associating a transaction image with transaction information generated by the 
transaction device (col. 9, lines 49-63); 

using the transaction image to verify whether the transaction party has an 
authority to conduct the transaction (col. 8, lines 22-25). 

As per claim 2, Stinson et al. teaches cross-referencing the transaction image 
with the transaction information at the time of the transaction (col. 9, lines 35-63). 

As per claim 3, Stinson et al. teaches that the transaction information includes 
information related to one or more of date and time of the transaction (col. 13, lines 47- 
55). 

As per claim 4, Stinson et al. teaches that the transaction information includes 
information related to the transaction device (col. 13, lines 47-55). 

As per claim 5, Stinson et al. teaches a method for processing transactions (see 
Abstract) comprising: 

storing an authenticated image of a person authorized to conduct transactions at 
a transaction device (col. 2, lines 18-20); 

capturing a transaction image of a transaction party conducting a transaction at 
the transaction device during the transaction (col. 8, lines 25-28); 

comparing the transaction image with the authenticated image to determine 
whether the transaction party shown in the transaction image is the person shown in the 
authenticated image (col. 8, lines 22-25). 

As per claim 8, Stinson et al. teaches that the comparing is performed before the 
transaction is approved (col. 2, lines 5-12). 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,867 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3609 

As per claims 9 and 10, Stinson et al. teaches approving/denying the transaction 
based on a result of the comparing (col. 2, lines 5-12 via whether to accept or reject the 
check). 

As per claim 14, Stinson et al. teaches a system having: 

a transaction device configured to generate transaction information associated 
with a transaction performed by a transaction party, wherein the transaction information 
is associated with a reference number (col. 7, lines 66-67; col. 8, lines 1-6); 

an image device coupled to the transaction device, wherein the image device is 
configured to capture a transaction image of the transaction party while the transaction 
party is conducting the transaction at the transaction device, wherein the transaction 
image is associated with the reference number (col. 8, lines 22-28); 

a database coupled to the image device, wherein the database is configured to 
store the transaction image, wherein the transaction image is retrievable from the 
database using the reference number (col. 8, lines 22-28). 

As per claim 15, Stinson et al. teaches the transaction device is an electronic 
device that is configured to verify identity of transaction parties electronically (see 
Abstract, via automatic check-cashing unit). 

As per claim 16, Stinson et al. teaches the transaction device is an automatic 
teller machine (see Figure 5B). 

As per claim 17, Stinson et al. teaches the transaction device is a point of sale 
terminal (see Figure 5B). 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,867 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3609 

As per claim 19, Stinson et al. teaches the image device is a camera (col. 2, lines 
15-18). 

As per claim 20, Stinson et al. teaches the camera is a video recording device 
(col. 2, line 27). 

11. Claims 14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Barnes et al. (2002/01 98731 ). 

As per claim 14, Barnes et al. teaches a system having: 

a transaction device configured to generate transaction information associated 
with a transaction performed by a transaction party, wherein the transaction information 
is associated with a reference number (page 3, paragraph 0031 ); 

an image device coupled to the transaction device, wherein the image device is 
configured to capture a transaction image of the transaction party while the transaction 
party is conducting the transaction at the transaction device, wherein the transaction 
image is associated with the reference number (page 3, paragraph 0031 ); 

a database coupled to the image device, wherein the database is configured to 
store the transaction image, wherein the transaction image is retrievable from the 
database using the reference number (page 3, paragraphs 0026-0027 and 0029; Figure 
4). 

As per claim 18, Barnes et al. teaches the transaction device is a passport 
scanning machine (see Abstract; page 4, paragraph 0036). 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,867 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3609 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

14. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stinson et al. (6,786,398) in view of Chen et al. (5,761 ,329). 

As per Claim 6, Stinson et al. discloses all elements of the claimed invention as 
written above, but fails to expressly disclose that the authenticated image is captured 
when the person is authorized to use the transaction device. 

Chen et al. teaches the authenticated image is captured when the person is 
authorized (col. 1 , lines 37-48; col. 2, lines 8-12; via stored feature vector of a validated 
individual which is first created by the individual for the purposes of subsequent 
authentication). 

From this teaching of Chen et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method of processing 
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transactions of Stinson et al. to include capturing the authenticated image when the 
person is authorized to use the transaction device taught by Chen et al. in order to 
achieve subsequent authentications. 

As per Claim 7, Stinson et al. discloses all elements of the claimed invention as 
written above, but fails to expressly disclose that the authenticated image is one of 
previously undisputed transaction images. 

Chen et al. teaches the authenticated image is one of previously undisputed 
transaction images (col. 1 , lines 37-48; via a validated user is undisputed). 

From this teaching of Chen et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method of processing 
transactions of Stinson et al. to include having the authenticated image be one of 
previously undisputed transaction images taught by Chen et al. in order to determine 
the authenticity of an individual. 

1 5. Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stinson et al. (6,786,398) in view of Chen et al., as applied to claim 6 above, and further 
in view of DePietro et al. (6,601 ,045). 

As per Claim 1 1 , the Stinson et al. and Chen et al. combination discloses all 
elements of the claimed invention, but fails to expressly disclose that the comparing is 
performed after the transaction has been concluded. 

DePietro et al. teaches the comparing is performed after the transaction has 
been concluded (col. 20, lines 42-45). 
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From this teaching of DePietro et al., it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method of 
processing transactions of the Stinson et al. and Chen et al. combination to include 
comparing after the transaction has been concluded taught by DePietro et al. in order to 
reduce disputes over transactions (col. 1 , lines 59-67; col. 2, lines 1-6). 

As per Claim 12, the Stinson et al. and Chen et al. combination discloses all 
elements of the claimed invention, but fails to expressly disclose that the comparing is 
performed for resolving a dispute related to the transaction. 

DePietro et al. teaches the comparing is performed for resolving a dispute related 
to the transaction (col. 20, lines 45-47). 

From this teaching of DePietro et al., it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method of 
processing transactions of the Stinson et al. and Chen et al. combination to include 
comparing for resolving a dispute related to the transaction taught by DePietro et al. in 
order to reduce disputes over transactions (col. 1, lines 59-67; col. 2, lines 1-6). 

As per Claim 13, the Stinson et al. and Chen et al. combination discloses all 
elements of the claimed invention, but fails to expressly disclose that the comparing is 
performed for investigating illegitimate transaction purposes. 

DePietro et al. teaches the comparing is performed for investigating illegitimate 
transaction purposes (col. 20, lines 45-47, via misappropriation). 

From this teaching of DePietro et al., it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method of 
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processing transactions of the Stinson et al. and Chen et al. combination to include 
investigating illegitimate transaction purposes taught by DePietro et al. in order to 
reduce disputes over transactions (col. 1, lines 59-67; col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ramachandran et al. (6,023,688) discloses a transaction apparatus that identifies 
an authorized user by appearance. 

Payne (6,072,894) discloses biometric facial comparison for screening of 
applicants for new checking accounts. 

Berube et al. (7,130,454) discloses a real-time facial recognition and verification 
system. 

Rozlosnik et al. (7,185,804) discloses a secure depository system with a data 
store for inputs provided by authorized users, including captured images of users. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alan Liu whose telephone number is 571-270-51 13. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday, 8:30AM-6:00PM 
EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynda Jasmin can be reached on 571-270-3033. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




